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From: 

Data: 

Subjact: 

To: 


Note tor Carney, Alfonso - _ 

Keane, Denise 
Thu, Feb 22, [996 1:54 PM 
RE: AL & CT bill analyses 
Cacney, Alfonso 

I WHOLEHEARTEDLY AGREE 
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From: Carney, Alfonso on Thu, Feb 22, 1996 12:59 PM 
Subject: RE: AL & CT bill* analyses 
• To: Keane, Denise 




MY OWN PREFERENCE WOULD BETO SEE THE BILL PRIOR TO THE ANALYSIS. rT 
MIGHT MAKE TRACEY’S JOB A LOT EASIER. 


From: Keane, Denise on Thu, Feb 22,1996 12:05 PM 
Subject: RE: AL & CT bill analyses 

To: Carney, Alfonso; Hammond. Shuanisc; Laufer, David; Merlo, Ellen; Mihas, Tracy. Portnoy, 
Sharon: Turner, Henry; Walls, Tina 


ON ALABAMA - GIVEN WHATTHE 3ILL DOESN'T HAVE SHOULD WE REMAIN 
NEUTRAL? CLEARLY I WOULDN'T OPPOSE IT - BUT SHOULD WE SUPPORT IT? 

I WOULD ALSO LIKE TO RAISE AN ISSUE WITH OUR PROCESS. ALTHOUGH WE ALL 
BENEFIT FROM THE EXTENSIVE BILL ANALYSIS PREPARED, LIKE AL I THINK WE 
NEED TO SEE THE ACTUAL LEGISLATION. ALSO WHAT DOES THE GROUP THINK 
ABOUT TEE ANALYSIS. IT IS WELL DONE, BUT SHOULD U BE PREPARED 
AUTOMATICALLY BEFORE WE CONSIDER TEE BILLS? 
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From: Portnoy, Sharon on Wed Feb 21. 1996 4:02 PM 
Subject: RE: AL & CT bill analyses 
To: Carney, Alfonso 

Cc: Hammond, Shuanisc; Keane, Denise; Laufer, David; Turner, Henry; Wails. Tina 




AI, the bill was sent to you Please advise if you did not rccievc. 

-ZTTTZ^ REDACTED- 

REDACTED 

REDACT‘D 


Redacted Redacted 


Redacted 

redacted 




REDACTED 


IDACTED 


__REDA.CIE % 


REDACTED 

REDACTED 

REDACTED 


Redacted 


REDACTET 

ic 

. o 

<1 


REDACTED 

-nrn^ T ‘— 


o 

o 

Ul 

v\ 


Source: https://www.industrydocuments.ucsf.edu/docs/zgkxOOOO 



